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program authorized under Section 123
of CERCLA to submit an application
that demonstrates consistency with
program eligibility requirements. This is
necessary to ensure proper use of the
Superfund. EPA reviews the
information to ensure compliance with
all statutory and program requirements.
The applicants are local governments
who have incurred expenses, above and
beyond their budgets, for hazardous
substance response. Submission of this
information is voluntary and to the
applicant’s benefit.

An agency may not conduct or
sponsor, and a person is not required to
respond to, a collection of information
unless it displays a currently valid OMB
control number. The OMB control
numbers for EPA’s regulations are listed
in 40 CFR part 9 and 48 CFR Chapter
15. The Federal Register Notice
required under 5 CFR 1320.8(d),
soliciting comments on this collection
of information was published on
November 11, 2000, (65 FR 69510) and
the comment period was extended on
March 19, 2001, (66 FR 15427). No
comments were received.

Burden Statement: The annual public
reporting and recordkeeping burden for
this collection of information is
estimated to average 9 hours per
response. Burden means the total time,
effort, or financial resources expended
by persons to generate, maintain, retain,
or disclose or provide information to or
for a Federal agency. This includes the
time needed to review instructions;
develop, acquire, install, and utilize
technology and systems for the purposes
of collecting, validating, and verifying
information, processing and
maintaining information, and disclosing
and providing information; adjust the
existing ways to comply with any
previously applicable instructions and
requirements; train personnel to be able
to respond to a collection of
information; search data sources;
complete and review the collection of
information; and transmit or otherwise
disclose the information.

Respondents/Affected Entities: State,
Local, or Tribal Government.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
200.

Frequency of Response: When costs
are incurred.

Estimated Total Annual Hour Burden:
1800 hours.

Estimated Total Annualized Capital,
Operating/Maintenance Cost Burden:
$0.

Send comments on the Agency’s need
for this information, the accuracy of the
provided burden estimates, and any
suggested methods for minimizing
respondent burden, including through

the use of automated collection
techniques to the following addresses.
Please refer to EPA ICR No. 1425.05 and
OMB Control No. #2050–0077 in any
correspondence.

Dated: June 20, 2001.
Oscar Morales,
Director, Collection Strategies Division.
[FR Doc. 01–16948 Filed 7–5–01; 8:45 am]
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Availability of EPA comments
prepared pursuant to the Environmental
Review Process (ERP), under Section
309 of the Clean Air Act and Section
102(2)(c) of the National Environmental
Policy Act as amended. Requests for
copies of EPA comments can be directed
to the Office of Federal Activities at
(202) 564–7167. An explanation of the
ratings assigned to draft environmental
impact statements (EISs) was published
in FR dated April 14, 2000 (65 FR
20157).

DRAFT EISs

ERP No. D–AFS–J08025–CO Rating
EC2, Nucla-Telluride Transmission Line
Project, Permit Approval and Funding
for Construction and Operation of a 115
kV Transmission Line between the
Nucla Substation in Montrose County
and either the Telluride or Sunshine
Substations in San Miguel County, CO.

Summary: EPA expressed
environmental concern regarding
impacts to wetlands and waters of the
United States.

ERP No. D–AFS–J65336–MT Rating
EC2, Lolo National Forest, Big Game
Winter Range and Burned Area
Management, Restoration, Prevention
and Cooperation, Implementation,
Missoula, Lake, Mineral, Sanders,
Granite, Powell, Lewis and Clark,
Flathead and Ravalli Counties, MT.

Summary: EPA expressed
environmental concerns regarding
potential herbicide transport to surface
and ground waters. EPA recommended
a monitoring plan for herbicides in
sensitive waters to assess effectiveness
of mitigation measures and that the FEIS
include information regarding ground
water depths in areas to be treated.

ERP No. D–AFS–J65341–MT Rating
EC2, Little Bear-Wilson Timber Sale and
Road Decommission Project,
Implementation, Gallatin Range,

Gallatin National Forest, Bozeman
Ranger District, Gallatin County, MT.

Summary: EPA expressed
environmental concerns regarding the
inclusion of timber harvest units in the
degraded Wilson Creek Drainage, and
recommended that additional mitigation
be provided for reduction in sediment
production or that these harvest units be
dropped. EPA also believes additional
information should be presented
regarding aquatic monitoring, and
impacts to the threatened lynx to fully
assess and mitigate all potential impacts
of the management actions.

ERP No. D–COE–G39033–LA Rating
EC2, West Bay Sediment Diversion
Channel Project, Construction, Funding,
Plaquemines Parish, LA.

Summary: EPA has expressed
environmental concerns and has
requested additional information on
project site selection, water quality,
CWA Section 404b1 assessment, cost,
comparative impact analysis,
cumulative benefits, and cost sharing
requirements.

ERP No. D–EDA–B99003–CT Rating
EC2, Adriaen’s Landing Project,
Development from Columbus Boulevard
south of the Founders Bridge and
Riverfront Plaza, City of Hartford, CT.

Summary: EPA expressed concerns
about the air quality analysis, and
suggested measures to control
construction vehicle emissions, traffic,
odor, and requested a more
comprehensive analysis of
neighborhood noise impacts.

ERP No. D–FHW–F40391–IL Rating
EC2, Illinois Route 3 (FAP–14)
Relocation, Improved Transportation
from Sauget to Venice, Funding, NPDES
Permit and COE Section 404 Permit,
Madison and St. Clair Counties, IL.

Summary: EPA agreed with the
project’s purpose and need, range of
alternatives, and selection of a preferred
alternative. EPA expressed concerns
that the existing wetlands compensation
site falls approximately 20 acres short of
providing the full amount of
compensatory wetlands needed to
account for the project’s anticipated
wetland impacts.

ERP No. D–TVA–E65057–00 Rating
EC2, Guntersville Reservoir Land
Management Plan, Implementation,
Proposal to Update a 1983 Land
Allocation Plan, Jackson and Marshall
Counties, AL and Marion County, TN.

Summary: EPA expressed concerns
regarding the potential use and effects of
timber harvesting on TVA reservoir
lands and the potential for TVA’s
selection of Alternative B1 as their
preferred alternative. EPA
environmentally prefers B2 since it
proposes less reservoir development.
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Overall, we believe that TVA’s
economic stimulation and public
benefits goals should still be contained
within the context of environmental
protection.

ERP No. D–UAF–D11048–VA Rating
EC2, Initial F–22 Operational Wing
Beddown Replacing the Existing F–15C
at Langley (AFB) or one of the Four
Alternative Locations, VA.

Summary: EPA expressed concern
due to issues relating to noise,
environmental justice, transportation,
floodplains, and pollution prevention.
EPA also recommended that the Air
Force incorporate pollution prevention
practices into the design of the proposed
plan.

ERP No. DS–SFW–B82009–00 Rating
EC2, Lake Champlain Sea Lamprey
Control Long-Term Program, Proposal is
to Achieve Fish Population,
Recreational Fishery and Economic
Benefits Associated with Reduced Sea
Lamprey Predation Implementation,
Clinton, Essex and Washington
Counties, NY and Addison and
Chittenden Counties, Counties, VT.

Summary: EPA expressed concerns
about impacts to non-target species,
requested information to describe how
new waterbodies would be analyzed
under NEPA, requested information to
further explain the project purpose and
need, suggested that the program
include provisions for periodic re-
evaluation, and highlighted the
possibility that a NPDES permit may be
required for lampricide applications.

Final EISs

ERP No. F–AFS–J65300–CO

Upper Blue Stewardship Project,
Implementation of Vegetation
Management, Travel Management,
Designation of Dispersed Camping Sites,
White River National Forest, Dillon
Ranger District, Summit County, CO.

Summary: EPA’s remaining concern is
with development of three permanent
clearings for ski runs in a lynz
movement corridor.

ERP No. F–AFS–J65328–SD

Jasper Fires Value Recovery Area
Project, Implementation, Revised Forest
Plan for the Black Hills National Forest,
Hell Canyon and Mystic Ranger District,
Custer and Pennington Counties, SD.

Summary: EPA has remaining
concerns about potential impacts to
groundwater from activities in fractured
limestone landscapes.

ERP No. F–AFS–J65329–MT

Maudlow—Toston Post-Fire Salvage
Sale, Harvesting Burnt Timber,
Implementation, Helena National

Forest, Townsend Ranger District,
Broadway County, MT.

Summary: EPA expressed concerns
about the dropping of road
decommissioning from the selected
alternative and loss of the associated
beneficial watershed effects, and the
lack of Hydrologic/aquatics monitoring
for measurement to post-fire and post-
salvage harvest aquatic conditions. EPA
requested additional information to
fully assess and mitigate potential
impacts.

ERP No. F–USA–A10073–00

Programmatic EIS—Transportable
Treatment Systems for Non-Stockpile
Chemical Warfare Material (CWM), To
Destroy Non-Stockpile in order to
Protect Human, Health, Safety and the
Environment, To Comply with the
International Treaty, Nationwide.

Summary: EPA expressed
environmental concerns regarding the
risks and monitoring during the
treatment of CWM. EPA recommended
that DOD should address these issues at
the site-specific level.

Dated: July 2, 2001.
Ken Mittelholtz,
Environmental Protection Specialist, Office
of Federal Activities.
[FR Doc. 01–16940 Filed 7–5–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ER–FRL–6619–6]

Environmental Impact Statements;
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Responsible Agency: Office of Federal
Activities, General Information (202)
564–7167 www.epa.gov/oeca/ofa
Weekly receipt of Environmental Impact

Statements
Filed June 25, 2001 Through June 29,

2001
Pursuant to 40 CFR 1506.9.
EIS No. 010238, Final EIS, AFS, OR,

Tower Fire Recovery Project,
Restoration and Salvage,
Implementation, Umatilla National
Forest, North Fork John Day Ranger
District, Umatilla and Grant Counties,
OR, Due: August 06, 2001, Contact:
Janel Lacey (541) 427–5394.

EIS No. 010237, Final Supplement, JUS,
TX, AZ, NM, CA, Programmatic—
Final Supplemental EIS US
Naturalization Service (INS) and US
Joint Task Force-Six (JTF–6) Activities
Along the US/Mexico Border from
Brownsville Texas to San Diego,
California, Due: August 06, 2001,
Contact: Eric Verwers (817) 978–0202.

EIS No. 010239, Draft EIS, FHW, AL,
Memphis to Atlanta Corridor, To
Construct from I65 in North Central
Alabama Eastward to the Georgia
State Line, COE Section 404, US Coast
Guard and NPDES Permits,
Limestone, Morgan, Madison,
Jackson, Marshall, Dekalb and
Cherokee Counties, AL, Due: August
20, 2001, Contact: Joe D. Wilkerson
(334) 223–7370.

EIS No. 010240, Draft EIS, SFW, WA,
Icicle Creek Restoration Creek Project,
To Protect and Aid in the Recovery of
Threatened and Endangered Fish,
Leavenworth National Fish Hatchery
(LNFH), COE Section 404 and NPDES
Permits, Leavenworth, WA, Due:
August 20, 2001, Contact: Anne
Badgley (509) 548–7641.
Dated: July 2, 2001.

Ken Mittelholtz,
Environmental Protection Specialist, Office
of Federal Activities.
[FR Doc. 01–16941 Filed 7–5–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P
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Pesticide Program Dialogue
Committee (PPDC); Inert Disclosure
Stakeholder Workgroup; Notice of
Public Meeting

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This notice announces a
conference call meeting of the Inert
Disclosure Stakeholder Workgroup. The
workgroup was established to advise the
Pesticide Program Dialogue Committee
on ways of making information on inert
ingredients more available to the public
while working within the mandates of
the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) and related
Confidential Business Information
concerns.
DATES: The meeting will be held by
conference call on Wednesday, July 25,
2001, from 11 a.m. to 2 p.m. EST.
ADDRESSES: Members of the public may
listen to the meeting discussions on site
at: Crystal Mall #2, 1921 Jefferson Davis
Highway, Arlington, VA; conference
room 1123. Seating is limited and will
be available on a first come first serve
basis.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: By
mail: Cameo Smoot, Office of Pesticide
Programs (7506C), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 1200 Pennsylvania
Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20460,
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